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(The Joint Legislative Committee on Revision of the Education 
Code met at 7:00 P.M., May 3rd, in Room 115, State Building, Los 
Angeles, California. Present were Assemblyman Sheridan Hegland, 
Chairman, Senator Nelson S. Dilworth, Vice-Chairman, and Mr. Al 
Yelvington representing Senator Donald L. Grunsky. Members of 
the Advisory Committee or their representatives present in the 
audience were Dr. Maxwell Benton, Mr. Louis Dean, Dr. Von T. 
Ellsworth, Mrs. Patterson Goodrich, Mr. Jerry Halverson, Mr. John 
M. Hoffmann, Mr. Clarence H. Langstaff, Mr. Charles L. Reilly, 
Mr. T. M. Riley and Mr. J. R. Smith. Staff members present were 
Dr. Ernest Engelbert, Mr. Harold Fishman, Dr. Russell Kent and 
Dr. Erick Lindman. Assemblyman Hegland, Chairman, presided. ) 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Gentlemen, this is a meeting of the Joint 
Legislative Committee on the Revision of the Education Code. On 
my right is the veteran legislator, Nelson Dilworth who has been 
more responsible for education legislation in this State than any 
other legislator in the state's history. A member of this Com- 
mittee from its beginning. He acts as Vice-Chairman. On my extreme 
right, Dr. Engelbert, representing the University of California, 
who has acted as coordinator of this project during our three-year 
history. On my left is the Committee Secretary, Miss Steiner. 

We are grateful to those of you who are in attendance this 
evening. We realize that attendance will be small until we get 
into the stage at which suggested legislation will be presented 


and I would now like to ask Dr. Engelbert to take the stand and 


as coordinator of this project, bring us up to date on develop- 


ments. Dr. Engelbert, if you would identify yourself, I would 
be grateful. 

DR. ENGELBERT: I am Ernest Engelbert from the University of 
California. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Pardon me just a moment, Ernie. Mr, Yelvington, 
‘menses for Senator Grunsky has just come in and I would like 
to have Mr. Yelvington at his convenience, join us here in front. 


I am sorry Dr. Engelbert. 





DR. ENGELBERT: I have a brief progress report to make on staff 
accomplishments in connection with the Education Code Revision, 
You have received this evening the printed report of.the Joint 
Legislative Committee for the Revision of the Education Code. 

A report which summarizes the work that is now being done on 
Stage 3 of the Code. To refresh your memory, Stage 1 was 
completed in 1959 with the adoption by the Legislature of our 
reorganized Code. Stage 2 involved the preparation of approx- 
imately 250 trailer bills, some of which were adopted during 

the 1959 General Session, some which have been carried over 

into the 1961 General Session, and Stage 3 consists of detailed 
revision of specific divisions of the Code. This work is under 
way under the direction of three team captains: Dr. Edgar Morphet 
and Dr. John Ross of the University of California at Berkeley, 
who are in charge of a team dealing with the problem of school 
district organization and reorganization; a second team formerly 
under the direction of Dr. William Briscoe and now under’ the 
direction of Dr. Erick Lindman of the University of California 
at Los Angeles, dealing with the problem of school finance and 


bonding; and a third team under the direction of Dr. Russell 


Kent, San Jose State College, dealing with the general area 

of powers of governing boards and elections. The report which 
is before you indicates the nature of the team work and the 
progress that has beén made through February, 1960. Since 
that time, there have been additional staff meetings of the 
teams, notably the teams on school district organization and. 


reorganization and the team on powers of governing boards. 





The work is progressing according to plan, the subcommittees 
of the advisory committee have been meeting with the teams, 
they have been extremely helpful and including legal counsel, 
who are associated with each of the teams, they have been 
extremely helpful in aiding the staff to interpret the applic- 
ation of legislation, some of the problems involved in making 
changes, giving them guidance about the desirability of making 
changes, and on the whole, I should like to report that the 
work is proceeding with good harmony and on the whole with 
good tempo. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Doctor, before continuing, I don't 
mean to ask about the total budget breakdown, but just briefly, 


are we in the black? 


DR. ENGELBERT: We are in the black, sir. We received 


under the appropriation of 1959, a sum of $30,000 and have 
received an additional appropriation of $10,000 from the last 
Legislative Session, The amount taken together should cover 
all of the work up through the end of this Calendar Year and 
the completion of the projects which were started. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: I think that's excellent news. Any 
questions on the Budget, Senator Dilworth or Mr. Yelvington? 

MR, YELVINGTON: I don't have a copy. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: They will be provided to the Committee, 

DR. ENGELBERT: We have them available and they will be 
provided to members of the Committee. May I add, it now looks 


that we will have materials ready for presentation to the 
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Legislative Commitee for purposes of hearing perhaps by August, 
certainly by September and the rest of the Fall months, 
CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Doctor, we have three teams, Would it 


be possible to have Dr. Kent's team have suggested legislation 


ready for say late August, the second team for suggested 
hearing in late September, and perhaps a third hearing in 

late November so that we will be in good shape by the following 
January to present legislation? 

DR. ENGELBERT: Well, I should prefer to have the team 
captains speak specifically. From my contacts with them, I 
think that we will be prepared to follow that kind of a schedule. 
In other words, Dr. Kent's team will have material ready to 
submit for review to the subcommittee or the total citizen's 
advisory committee, as the case may be, some time within 
a month to a month and a half. After this material is reviewed, 
and also by the Legislative Counsel such corrections or changes 
made that are deemed appropriate, this material would then be 
reprocessed or reduplicated and made available to the Committee 
for legislative hearing. I don't mean to say that the material 
won't be made available before that time, but we would like to 
go through a review with some of our working correspondents who 
are on this project. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: In other words the county counsels and 
representative school board associations, the teacher groups, 
will have an opportunity quite properly to review this before 


it comes up for a formal hearing. 
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DR. ENGELBERT: Yes sir, all of those who have been 
associated with us in the work to date. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Thank you. Any questions of Dr. 
Engelbert at this time? 

MR. YELVINGTON: Dr. Engelbert when you speak of the cit- 
izen's commission are you speaking of the citizen's advisory 
committee to the Joint..... 

DR. ENGELBERT: I am speaking of a citizen's advisory 
committee which was appointed by this Committee to the Education 
Code. The names, membership of that committee is listed in 
Appendix A of this report, some thirty members, together with 
the organizations which are represented. This was established 
by this Committee. There have been a few changes in names, or 
in terms of representatives of the organizations. The majority 
. of them, by far the greater number of them have been with us 
since this project was inaugurated. 

MR. YELVINGTON: You refresh my memory. I recall when you 


were going over this list, and they were very carefully selected. 


DR, ENGLEBERT: There are now a goodly number of citizen's 


commissions and advisory committees to the Legislature. 


CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: I wouldn't trade ours for any of them. 


DR. ENGELBERT: On Appendix B, may I call your attention 
are the names of professional staff members who are now associated 
with the project. At one time in the earlier stage, there were 
some 29 or 30 professional staff members. Appendix C lists 


the staff teams together with the advisory subcommittees and 
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youll note that we have associated with these teams a number 
of distinguished educators and legal counsel and other pro- 


fessional talent. Appendix D includes the list of committee 


meetings that were held between August of 1959 and March, 1960. 


CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: I have just one other question.: As you 
know, Miss Steiner will be terminating her services with this 
Committee on May 15th and we will not be having our own staff 
from that point for the next months and in the interval as I 
understand it, your office will be able to carry on by mailing 
meeting notices, by having the reports duplicated, and properly 
circularized throughout the State and by keeping all of us 
informed as to activities. 

DR. ENGELBERT: Yes sir. I should like to have you call 
on my associates or team captains to get supplementary remarks, 
and also because they are in direct charge of the specific work 
that is being done. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Thank you very much, Dr. Kent, could 
you come forth and identify yourself for the record, please? 

DR. KENT: I'm Russell Kent, San Jose State College. Our 
actual working staff consists of three people, in addition to 
me. One of these is working with us on half-time. This is 
Bryant Smith. He is an attorney albeit a new one, he was 
admitted to the bar one year ago. He is currently teaching leg- 
islative writing as a teaching fellow at Stanford University 
and is a candidate for the PhD. degree in economics. We have 
in addition to this, Mr. Kenneth R. James, who for a shorter 


period of time has been with us on a half-time basis. He is 
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an experienced administrator, is now a full-time graduate 
student. I should amend this to say he is working half-time 
with us, but the balance of his time he is working as a grad- 
uate student. He is a candidate also for the doctorate at 
Stanford. A third member of our working group, Mr. Fred 
Greenough is Assistant County Superintendent of Schools in 
Santa Barbara County. He is a candidate for the doctoral 
degree although he is not in residence currently at UCLA. 

He has chosen for his research project, which is a part of 
his study program for the doctorate, a study of the school 
election laws in the State of California. It is on this part 


of our responsibility that Mr. Greenough has been working 


primarily. Our team has been concerned with these two general 


aspects of code revision, one the analysis of and a proposal 
for revision wherein such is held to be desirable. The area 
of general powers and duties and responsibility of governing 
boards and governing board members. The second area we have 
concerned ourselves with is that of school elections. I'll 

make any remarks in these two areas brief, and then would be 
glad to respond to any further questions you might have. 

As you recall, Division 4 of the Education Code sets forth 
in a general way the statement of the powers and duties and 
authorities of the local governing agencies, referring par- 
ticularly to school boards and school board members. We 
first undertook an analysis of this division. I can add very 


little to what is reported in the report which you have in 
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hand to this as a result of this analysis. We concluded, and 
thereafter consulted with our advisory bodies, this is a section 
of the citizen's advisory committee to the legislative committee. 
We consulted with them about our conclusions and have then 
continued with their concurrence in evolving a proposal which 
in its first draft we will have completed this month. This 
helps answer a question which you directed to Dr. Engelbert. 
This is a rough draft, this first draft. We have heretofore 
presented a portion of this in rough draft copy. I believe 
you have seen this, to legislative members as well as to members 
of the advisory body. 

We have undertaken in this essentially to bring about 
through format, rather than through nomenclature primarily, 
a reclassification of school districts. We found a situation 
in which our older laws in the State of California were directed 
to school districts which statistically are no longer signifi- 
cant. Perhaps this could be put more strongly. They are directed 
to the old common school district. It is questionable whether 
there is such a thing in California any longer. The most 
important unit, we have concluded, is the number of different 
kinds of school districts. They are different inasmuch as 
they have some difference in structure and the responsibility 
for grades handled and the like, and therefor carry different 


names, but essentially have the same kind of powers. These 


have been commonly called among school administrators loosely 


perhaps, city school districts. This includes as well the 


-8- 





unified school district. We know that a large portion, a 

very substantial proportion of the students are going to 

school in California in schools representing this type of 
organization, although statistically the smaller school 
district is more numerous in number, At any rate, the powers 
and duties of boards are set forth systematically in relation- 
ship to the kinds of districts which now exist. The second 
area which we have pursued is the area of school elections. 

We identified 84 separate kinds of school elections in the 
State of California. In some respects most of these elections, 
not all of them had some distinguishing difference in pro- 
cedure which made it different from any other kind of an 
election. In addition to this, these are set forth in various 
kinds of language, in various places, organized in different 
fashions, and assigned responsibilities to a great many differ- 
ent individuals and dies, including county clerks, county 
counsels, and county superintendents of schools, the districts 
themselves. There has been a variety of interpretations through- 


out the State of the responsibilities which various of these 


officials have in the conducting of these elections. We have 


attempted to do two things. We think we have made very sub- 
Stantial progress. We will have this in rough draft within this 
week for first review. We are planning currently to meet with 
the subsection of our advisory body on the 27th of this month, 
We are planning to present to them the results of this, which 


I referred to, this first draft of election laws, to present 
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this to them in advance. 
CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Pardon me,- just so we, I'm going to ask 
each of them, and this as they come forward, doctor. Just so 
there is no slip up now since for reasons of economy we are for a few 


months, not having a central staff, but will resume this near 


the end of the year, or later in the year, you will make your 


responsibility to see that someone does actually get out meet- 
ing notices to the advisory committee and that we are kept 
informed, is that right? 

DR. KENT: This has been taken care of. This has been 
discussed with Dr. Engelbert and with this qualification, 
with the help of his good offices, this will be accomplished, 
but this is not to say I will not assume responsibility. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Then when you do release this rough 
draft, so there will be no misinterpretation, any place to 
any of the groups to which this is submitted, could you in 
the typing of this put at the top of each page, "Page 3 - 
Tentative Draft" or something like this, so everyone knows, 
we won't have anyone quoting out of context? 

DR. KENT: Certainly, this we will do, 

DR. YELVINGTON: Mr, Hegland, you are not having your 
central office? 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Not for the next few months - an economy 
measure, 

MR. YELVINGTON: Dr. Kent, as you go through the Code and 


make these listings and you isolate these problems and you are 





correcting some of them yourself, but are you isolating any 


and putting them in the form of policy questions, or philosophy 


questions for future dealing? By future committees? 

DR. KENT: Yes we have, this is a very excellent question 
and one which we have wrestled with. We are very clear, at 
least as far as our general position in this matter, that our 
job is to revise the Education Code and not the school system 
of the State of California, 

DR. YELVINGTON: I can appreciate that sir, but you could 
be of tremendous help in just isolating these questions. 

DR, KENT: We see as our task and in our calendar have 
set this down as being one of our jobs that you wish to under- 
take; is to one, present a proposal which essentially continues 
the law as it is now in effect, but tries to do so more clearly 
and logically and so on. And that two, in addition to this, 
that we define those issues which we have run across clearly, 
so that these may be dealt with in an appropriate way by the 
Legislature, and then thirdly, that where we believe that we 
can propose something which might have some merit now, that we 
would propose separate legislation to accomplish this. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: I would like to amplify this. The 
bills which are presented by this Committee in 1961 with the 
six names to the legislation will be exclusively legislation 
in line with the philosophy expressed by Dr. Kent of a 
revision of the Code and not a revision of the school system, 


If however, these same six persons, or any group of the six, 





wish then, not under the auspices of this committee, but as 
individuals, to pick up some of these further points, this is 
their prerogative as legislators. But we are anxious that this 
committee remain in an essentially non-controversial role, be- 
cause this is such an important role that we are not going to 
jeopardize our chances by becoming involved in ideological 
questions. Would you supplement that, Senator Dilworth, 
because this has been your own counsel over the years. 

SENATOR DILWORTH: Well, like you, Mr. Chairman, I feel 
that there is a great deal to be done to bring the Code into 


a coherent Code. My memory goes back to the time when every 


problem that came to Sacramento was solved by a special section 


of the Education Code, so that we had a great many sections that 
dealt only with individual problems and the State is so big 

the Education Code is so big there are so many lay people 

that have to use and work by the Education Code, that I think 
now we are going to have to try and bring it into an organi- 
zation of sections and practice that will be more readily 
understandable and with a lesser number of exceptions. For 

the most part that can be done without major controversy. 

Where it can be done without substantive change, the bill be- 
comes non-controversial. I don't think that all change should 
be avoided, but certainly if there is a change, it should be 
very clearly explained and set forth very logically and clearly. 
The work of this Committee will proceed farther, we'll get more 
done in the field that is primarily intended for this Committee, 





if we do not enter into these major unresolved controversies 
that come before the Legislature every year. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Thank you very much, you put it very 
well. Would you care to add anything, Doctor? 

DR, KENT: No, I think not, 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Then do you feel, I don't want to put 
words in your mouth, because we are so grateful to you and 
your team, you have done an outstanding piece of work, to your 


feeling then, is this correct. That after the rough draft 


goes out, clearly identified each page as a tentative draft so 


there is no misunderstanding, that then this draft is re- 
worded, that then we can look forward possibly to having a 
joint meeting of this Committee and the Citizen's Advisory 
Committee perhaps in late August with the specific items of 
legislation which already have been cleared and experted by 
Legislative Counsel, brought before these two groups for some 
sort of recommendation for January enactment? 

DR. KENT: I think we can meet this schedule. Our schedule 
heretofore has called for completion to this point by September 
First. The latter part of August is only one day earlier, so 
we can make it. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Thank you doctor, very much. Now could 
we have the representative of the Berkeley group come forward? 
DR. ENGELBERT: May I report that neither Dr. Morphet 
nor Dr. Ross because of class schedules were able to be here 
tonight. That team has recently submitted a report which has 
been made available to you, telling of the progress that was 
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made at their last hearing. I asked Dr. Ross whether there was 


anything he wished to add to that report and he replied that he 


did not have anything to add to that report, they were proceeding 
on schedule, that by July would have fairly well in hand a draft 
of their division. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Now this is school district organiza- 
tion and reorganization and their area. It is a very critical 
area. We will have continuing controversies over the field of 
boundary changes and this sort of thing and we ought to at 
least have the Code in such a shape so that the contestants 
on this field will at least know what they are arguing about. 

Do you feel that this group could have its work pretty well 
along so that we could have a legislative hearing in late 
September? 

DR. ENGELBERT: I do. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Fine. Now could we have a representative 
here from the Los Angeles group? 

DR. ENGELBERT: Dr. Lindman is here from the team on 
school finance and bonding. As I pointed out earlier, he 
has taken over recently from Dr. Briscoe. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Thank you. Well his group receives a 
reprieve of sixty days because his group will not have to 
have a legislative hearing until late November. Would you 
identify yourself sir? 

DR. LINDMAN: Chairman Hegland, and members of the 
committee. I am Erick L. Lindman, Professor of Education, 


University of California at Los Angeles. I have been working 
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on this first with Dr. Briscoe for a number of months and since 


he has become occupied with some other work he has asked me to 


carry on. As you know we are working with the Divisions 14, 15 


and 16 of the Code and these deal with educational finance, and 
there is likely to be controversy if you tamper very much with 
it, so we have no plans of modifying in any way those laws which 
govern the distribution of funds or the major laws governing the 
financing of school buildings from state sources, 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: At this point, pardon me, as I under- 
stand it you are, however, going to make supplemental as one 
of the ways this Committee can be helpful, going to make supple- 
mental suggestions as to methods of improving, not apportion- 
ment, but our school construction financing, is that correct? 

DR. LINDMAN: Well, this has been something we have talked 
about a good deal, Mr. Chairman. We will be guided by your 
advice on it. As you know the last Legislature and the 1957 
Legislature included in their laws a directive to the State 
Department of Education to study and make recommendations 
concerning the management and allocation of state funds which 
of course includes the construction fund. Moreover, this is 
an area that you probably cannot enter very far and still main- 
tain the basic ideas of staying out of major substantive matters. 
So as I say, I will certainly be guided by the directions of the 
Committee on this but so far we had thought it best not to go 
into any matters relating to the distribution of the state 
funds, partly because there is a provision already for the 


consideration of these by appropriate committees throughout the 
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State and under the direction of the State Legislature. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Mr. Yelvington,. 

MR. YELVINGTON: Well, I was going to suggest that it 
will be a long time before this Code gets such careful scrutiny 
by so many qualified minds, that if one of the major contribu- 
tions could be to phrase these problems as problems to be dealt 
with and to make as a supplemental matter your suggestion 
without making it the meat of your report or an official part 
of your report, I don't see how that can be anything but good. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: I think this has been the feeling of 
the legislative committee and I am certain of the advisory 
committee for a long time, that while this committee and 
the advisory committee will only lend our names to revision of 
the Code, rather than the revision of financing, because we 
want to be sure that we do revise the Code properly, but we 
certainly must make available to the members of the advisory 
committee and to the members of the Legislature, some worthwhile 
permanent recommendations, I think especially in this field of 
construction, because I would judge just a guess, although 
Dr. Hogan is here, that the major emphasis of the Department 
of Education study will be in the apportionment field, rather 
than the construction field. 

DR. LINDMAN: I am not sure what their long term plans 


are. I haven't attended their advisory committee meetings; partly 


because I have been asked to as a member and partly as a worker 
on this Code revision I need to get some idea of what that 


committee is working on so that we will not overlap. 
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CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Well, approtionment gets a pretty close 
look every two years. Construction is a gerry-built thing 
which has always been professedly temporary and you do have 


outstanding staff on this subject and I would hope that people 


would, as Mr. Yelvington says, give the Legislature, the people 


of the State, some long term permanent solution to construction, 

MR. YELVINGTON: Mr. Hegland, this doesn't have to be a 
part of the voted-on section. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: That's right, it must not be the voted- 
on section, this is index or appendix. 

DR. LINDMAN: We will certainly do what we can then to 
supply some appropriate suggestions in connection with this, 
even though we do not bring these to bill form for immediate 
action. Is that the committee's wishes? 

MR, YELVINGTON: I should think it would be helpful even 
to those problems which you see, that you don't have time to 
work out suggestions, but if you identify them as problems, 
even that would be helpful. 

DR. LINDMAN: All right, we will certainly be guided by 
that. Let me go on to say that the ideas that we planned so 
far in addition to those which you have just now suggested to 
work with. There are a number of places in which the Code is 
rather poorly worded in these three divisions and we intend to 
make some suggested changes in the wording of the Code to 
eliminate redundancy when necessary and to clarify where there 
is a lack of clarity and there are many places in these three 


divisions of the Code where there is a lack of clarity of meaning 


oi7- 





and I need not give you any illustrations of that. And we are 
also working with this problem of the extremely limited dele- 
gations of authority which sometimes are found in the Code. I 
recall an example in which there is a law authorizing school 
districts that have a population of one million nine hundred 


thousand or more to employ armored car service to transfer funds 


from one school to another in the event that they so choose. 


By enacting such a law, this I presume by implication 
prohibits any other school system that doesn't quite meet that 
population figure from using that device because the Legislature 
has seen fit to specifically give the power to one school district 
and by implication then, it presumably does not exist in the other. 
And so we are studying those extremely specific delegations of 
power to see if they can be broadened somewhat, so as not to 
be as narrow as some of them are, not with the idea of making 
the Code entirely permissive as the language has been in the 
past, but rather to take these various narrow sections and 
broaden the language. 

Then we think there is an opportunity to work with this 
rather thorny problem of bonded indebtedness, particularly the 
payment of bonded indebtedness after a school district boundary 
change has occurred. As you know this has been a very thorny 
problem and has been one of the obstacles to school district 
reorganization, and we think if we can find a satisfactory sol- 
ution to that one, we will certainly be willing to bring it 


before you as a proposal. Because although it would be substantive, 
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an adequate solution would be substantive, it nevertheless is 
an area in which the Legislature has been seeking a solution 
over a number of years and also it is not being treated in 
any way by the committee of the State Department of Education, 
We therefor feel that it would be appropriate for us to deal with 
this question the best way we can. So we expect to do our best 
to come up with some kind of a more satisfactory way of handling 
bonded indebtedness in the event of a change in school district 
boundaries. Those are the points we intend to emphasize. 

We have working the same two men that worked with Dr. Briscoe; 
Mr. Niles and Dr. Yett, and they are preparing now a series of 


progress reports and a series of very preliminary recommendations 


to be considered by our sub-advisory committee, we hope in the 


latter part of this month, 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: You, too, will make it your responsi- 
bility to see that someone mails to the members of your own sub- 
committee and to the members of the legislative committee the 
time and place of these reports and that these reports are 
circularized. When do you plan to have your own tentative 
draft ready? 

DR. LINDMAN: For the subcommittee meeting? 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Yes. 

DR. LINDMAN: We plan to have a subcommittee meeting in 
this month, on May 24th. We have not sent notices out yet. 

The two men are preparing their preliminary drafts of the agenda. 
and the material for that meeting now, and we expect to meet 


next week to put that into shape. 
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CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: And then it will be reviewed also on 
the field and then you will correct, is that the plan? 

DR. LINDMAN: We will discuss it there and get the reaction 
of the subcommittee and then we will have to do a considerable 
amount of work with bonding attorneys and county counsels to 
be sure when we deal with this bonding question that we have 
not done something that shouldn't be done, which seems to be 
quite easy to do in altering bond laws. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: And then, doctor, you feel that you 
would be ready to come up with some final suggested draft, 
perhaps by near the conclusion of November? 

DR. LINDMAN: I think we can be ready with something 
worthwhile for you at that time. We will do our best. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: Any questions? Thank you very much, 


Is there any member of the audience who wishes to ask any 


questions or make any contributions? Apparently silence is 


consent. 


Dr. Hogan, could you come forward just a moment, doctor? 
Just to get this on the record, doctor, is the State Department 
of Education looking thoroughly at this question of school 
construction cost, K through 12? Or are you working mostly in 
the field of apportionment? 

DR. HOGAN: Mr. Chairman and Senator Dilworth, Our primary 
concern at the present time is the apportionment. A restudy of 
the apportionment law in the books. A similar report to that 
which was filed with the Legislature the last time following 





this request. However, it doesn't exclude the possibility if 


there was some time to give some attention to this very important 
thing. But right now our entire energy is devoted to approtion- 
ment itself. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: So you would welcome long range sugges- 
tions in the field of construction? 

DR. HOGAN: Oh yes, certainly. Yes, we would. 

CHAIRMAN HEGLAND: We deeply appreciate your close coopera- 
tion with this Committee. We appreciate the close cooperation 
also of the county attorneys. Thanks very much, 

Each of you in the audience deserves special recognition 
for being here and we are grateful to all of you. Is there 
anything else that should come before us? Doctor? 

Well, in that case we will look forward to a meeting of 
the complete Legislative Committee and the entire Advisory 
Committee in late August, another one in late September, and 
a third in late November and we trust successful legislation 
in January. 


Thank you very much. The meeting is adjourned. 





